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[57] ABSTRACT 

Generating delay targets for creating a multilevel hierarchi 
cal circuit design by providing a hierarchical design descrip 
tion and delay constraints of the circuit design; generating a 
net measure for each net and macro cell of the circuit design, 
and generating an abstract delay model for each macro cell 
of the circuit design based on the design description, 
wherein net measure is the estimated resistive-capacitive 
delay of a net derived from the estimated length of the net 
based on area-driven design, and an abstract delay model is 
a description of delays through a macro cell; generating 
delay targets for the nets and macro cells based on the net 
measures, the abstract delay models and the delay con 
straints; and creating the circuit design based on the delay 
targets. 
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METHOD OF TARGET GENERATION FOR 
MULTILEVEL HIERARCHICAL CIRCUIT 

DESIGNS 

TECHNICAL FIELD 

The present invention relates generally to methods of 
target generation for creating circuit designs and, more 
particularly, to such a method for creating a multilevel 
hierarchical circuit design. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

The goal of timing-driven layout, such as ?oorplanning, 
placement, wiring, etc., is to perform the layout design 
process such that the design satis?es the particular timing 
constraints speci?ed by the designer. In the most general 
case, the timing constraint information is speci?ed to the 
timing-driven layout tools in the form of arrival times for 
signals at the inputs of the design, and required arrival times 
for signals at the outputs of the design. 

Timing-driven design tools generally deal with timing 
constraints in one of three ways or some variation thereof, 
namely, basing the design on path delay, net weight, or net 
delay. A net is an electrical connection of physical pins 
and/or logical input/output ports of electronic components. 

Path delay based tools consider timing constraints on 
speci?ed timing paths in the design, and perform the design 
process so as to satisfy these constraints. The constraints are 
generally in the form of maximum and/or minimum resis 
tance-capacitance (RC) delay through a path. Theoretically, 
a timing constraint could be speci?ed for every input-output 
path in the design. However, the number of such paths 
increases exponentially with the size of the design and, in 
practice, only a limited subset of paths can be effectively 
processed by conventional timing-driven tools. Thus, for 
large designs, it is impractical to monitor all paths in a 
design during the design process. In this regard, the cost can 
be reduced by monitoring a subgraph of the design contain 
ing several paths rather than monitoring the individual paths. 

Net weight based methods consider weight factors for the 
nets. These weight factors indicate the relative importance of 
each net with respect to timing. Net weight based methods 
attempt to shorten nets having higher weights, thus reducing 
their delay, at the expense of other nets with lower weights. 
However, net weight based methods cannot guarantee meet 
ing the overall timing constraints and, generally, must be run 
several times, adjusting the net weights with each run, in 
order to converge on the required timing for a particular 
design. 

Net delay based tools consider targets, namely, resistance 
(R), capacitance (C) and resistance-capacitance (RC), on 
individual nets in the design and perform the design process 
so as to satisfy these targets. Typically, the individual net 
targets are generated based on the overall design constraints 
such that if every net target is met, the overall design will 
meet the timing goals. Net delay based approaches are able 
to monitor all nets in a design during the design process with 
relatively low computation cost. However, the eifectiveness 
of the tool hinges on how the net targets are generated. 

Existing target generation approaches apportion the delay 
speci?ed on a path, which consists of several nets, as 
individual RC delay targets on the constituent nets. Gener 
ally, conventional target generation approaches follow the 
basic principles of target generation, but each may differ 
with respect to variations on the set of timing paths gener 
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2 
ated, and the way in which the delay on a path is apportioned 
to its constituent nets. See, for example, W. K. Luk, “A Fast 
Physical Constraint Generator for Timing Driven Layout”, 
28th ACM/IEEE Design Automation Conference, Paper 
37.3, June 1991, pp. 626—631 (“the Luk paper”); and H. 
Youssef and E. Shragowitz, “Timing Constraints for Correct 
Performance”, Proc. ICCAD, November 1990, pp. 24—27 
(“the Youssef and Shragowitz paper”). 

In accordance with conventional target generation 
approaches, the input is the timing constraints on the design, 
and the output is the targets on the nets. Typically, the 
procedure begins by setting all initial targets on all nets to 
Zero, and then proceeding with the following steps: 

1. Run timing analysis on the logic network. This step 
takes into account the targets generated in the previous 
iteration of the repeat loop, and generates (i) a set of timing 
paths (each consisting of a sequence of timing nodes), and 
(ii) a slack value for each path. Slack is the amount of delay 
that can be added to a path without aifecting the performance 
of the design; 

2. Apportion the slack values on the paths to the nets 
contained in these paths. This step is carried out differently 
in diiferent target generation approaches. In general, this 
step takes into account information such as existing targets 
on the nets, loading on the nets due to the cells they are 
connected to, the sensitivity of the net delays to changes in 
capacitance and resistance, etc.; and 

3. Repeat steps 1 and 2 until all path slacks are zero or 
su?iciently near zero. In practice there may be an upper 
bound on the number of iterations after which the algorithm 
must exit. The targets on the nets thus generated are then 
passed on to placement/wiring programs. 

Explained in another way, in essence, conventional target 
generation processes transform timing constraints on a 
design into timing constraints on the nets within the design, 
where the cells that are connected together by the nets are 
?xed predesigned entities (library cells or standard cells) 
that have known delays. This is illustrated in FIG. 1 which 
shows one critical path through a chip 10 from an input pin 
P1 to an output pin P2. The path is made up of six nets, 
nl-n6, and ?ve standard cells, c1—c5. Assuming that there is 
a positive slack S on this path as determined by timing 
analysis, i.e., S units of delay can be added to this path 
without affecting the performance of the design, the target 
generation algorithms apportion the slack value S among the 
nets n1-n6, and accordingly modify the R, C and RC targets 
on these nets to re?ect this apportionment. Note that this is 
a simple example with a single critical timing path. In 
general, there are many critical timing paths that intersect 
each other, and the targets assigned to a given net must be 
based on the slacks on all the timing paths to which it 
belongs. ~ 

Thus, conventional approaches for target generation work 
with “?at” designs in which the cells that the paths pass 
through are predesigned entities with ?xed delays. However, 
in so-called multilevel hierarchical circuit designs, this con 
dition may not hold since the cells themselves are made up 
of hierarchical entities whose internals have not yet been 
designed. Generally, a multilevel hierarchical circuit design 
refers to an electronic design whose representation has a 
containment hierarchy, i.e., the entire design is made up of 
a cell, which in turn contains child cells connected to each 
other by nets. Each cell is either a standard cell, which 
means that it is a predesigned cell taken from a standard cell 
library, or a macro cell, which means it contains one or more 
child cells. The children of macro cells may be standard cells 
or themselves macro cells. The current hierachy level refers 
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to the particular level of design hierarchy at which the 
physical design is being carried out at a given time. 

Referring to FIG. 2, in a multilevel hierarchical circuit 
design, there may be several levels of hierarchy between the 
top level entity of a design hierarchy, for example, chip 12, 
and the predesigned leaf level entities, for example, standard 
or library cells c6-c9, for which delay models are available. 
Thus, the top level entity or chip 12 of the hierarchy can be 
made up of macro cells, ml and m2, that have not yet been 
designed. The lower-level cells c6-c9 (which may be stan 
dard cells or macro cells themselves) within the macro cells 
m1,m2 have not been placed and wired, and hence there are 
no ?xed timing models available for the macro cells m1,m2. 
In order to use conventional techniques of target generation 
on the design of FIG. 2, the hierarchy would have to be 
“?attened”, i.e., the boundaries of the hierarchical macro 
cells m1,m2 would have to be removed. Target generation 
could then be carried out on the ?attened design to derive 
targets on the nets. 

Existing target generation approaches described above 
cannot be used on multilevel hierarchical circuit design for 
several reasons, as follows: 

1. Conventional target generation approaches assume that 
each cell in the design is a predesigned standard cell with 
?xed timing properties; 

2. Even if target generation was carried out using con 
ventional target generation on the ?attened design, i.e., with 
the macro cell boundaries removed, the resulting net targets 
would not be directly useful. Speci?cally, the target assigned 
to any wire that crosses a macro cell boundary would still 
have to be apportioned to the two subnets, one outside and 
one inside the macro cell, because only the former is visible 
to a hierarchical ?oorplanner when it is working on the 
upper level of the hierarchy. For example, nets n7 and n8 in 
the hierarchical design illustrated in FIG. 2. 

3. The ?oorplanning process being utilized would gener 
ally result in a layout in which nets within a macro cell have 
lower average length than nets crossing macro boundaries. 
Existing target generation approaches working on the “?at» 
tened” design would not take advantage of this to propor 
tionately distribute wire delays. 

Another disadvantage is that such ?attening defeats the 
purpose of hierarchical design and requires the whole ?at 
tened design to be processed at once, which requires pro 
hibitive amounts of memory and computation time for large 
designs. Further, in using this ?attening approach, all nets 
are given equal weightage in “apportioning” delays among 
them, thus “local” nets, within macros such as m1, that have 
a lower average length cannot be distinguished from “glo 
bal” nets across the whole chip that have a higher average 
length. 

' Accordingly, an improved target generation approach is 
required, particularly for multilevel hierarchical circuit 
designs. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

Generally, the present invention relates to a method of 
generating delay targets (or budgets) for creating a multi 
level hierarchical circuit design, comprising the steps of 
providing a hierarchical design description and delay con 
straints of the multilevel hierarchical circuit design, wherein 
the hierarchical design description describes the interrela 
tionship between cells, including macro cells, input/output 
ports and nets in the multilevel hierarchical circuit design; 
generating a net measure for each net and macro cell of the 
multilevel hierarchical circuit design and generating an 
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4 
abstract delay model for each macro cell of the multilevel 
hierarchical circuit design based on the hierarchical design 
description, wherein net measure is the estimated resistive 
capacitive delay of a net derived from the estimated length 
of the net based on area-driven design, and an abstract delay 
model is a description of delays through a macro cell; 
generating delay targets for the nets and macro cells based 
on the net measures, the abstract delay models and the delay 
constraints; and creating the multilevel hierarchical circuit 
design based on the delay targets. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

These and other features, aspects and advantages will be 
more readily apparent and better understood from the fol 
lowing detailed description of the invention, in which: 

FIG. 1 shows a chip having a path from an input pin to an 
output pin; 

FIG. 2 shows a multilevel hierarchical circuit design; 

FIG. 3 is a high-level ?owchart illustrating target genera 
tion in accordance with the present invention; 

FIG. 4 is a ?owchart illustrating generation of net mea 
sures and abstract delay models for nets and macro cells in 
accordance with block 16 of FIG. 3; 

FIG. 5 is a ?owchart illustrating determination of net 
measures of all nets in a macro cell in accordance with block 
24 of FIG. 4; 

FIG. 6A shows a cell having an input port and an output 
port and the longest delay path therebetween; 

FIG. 6B shows a cell having a macro cell therein, and an 
input port and an outport port, with the longest delay path 
therebetween; 

FIG. 7 is a ?owchart illustrating determination of delays 
and net measures at latched input/output ports of a macro 
cell in accordance with block 35 of FIG. 4; 

FIG. 8 is a ?owchart illustrating generation of delay 
targets for nets and macro cells in accordance with block 18 
of FIG. 1; 

FIG. 9 is a ?owchart illustrating determination of path 
slacks and path weights in accordance with block 108 of 
FIG. 8; and 

FIG. 10 is a ?owchart illustrating determination of path 
slacks and path weights in accordance with block 110 of 
FIG. 8. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE 
PREFERRED EMBODIMENT 

The term multilevel hierarchical circuit design as used 
herein is de?ned as a cell, known as the top-level cell, 
having data input and output ports at which data signals 
enter and exit the circuit design. The multilevel hierarchical 
circuit design is comprised internally of: (i) cells contained 
within the top~level cell, known as child cells of the top 
level cell, the top-level cell being the parent cell of these 
child cells, and each child cell having its own input/output 
ports, and (ii) nets that provide electrical connections 
between the input/output ports of the child cells, as well as 
of the parent cell, wherein each child cell is either a standard 
or predesigned cell, or is itself comprised of its own child 
cells connected to each other by nets, in which case, it is 
known as a macro cell. Macro cell has the same de?nition 
as that of top-level cell. 

Further, a quantity termed herein as “net measure” should 
be de?ned. Net measure of a net is the estimated resistive 
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capacitive delay of the net derived from the estimated length 
of the net based on conventional area-driven design, i.e., an 
estimate of what delay a net would have if the design of the 
cell that contains it was carried out to minimize area with no 
timing-driven in?uence. Note that when a timing-driven 
design process is carried out, even if two nets have the same 
net measure, the design process may force wire length to be 
traded off between them because one is more timing-critical 
than the other (i.e., the critical net will tend to be shorter, and 
thus have less delay). 
The net measure associated with a driver-receiver port 

pair of a net is the predicted wire delay between the port pair 
resulting from conventional area-driven design. This can be 
estimated by well-known statistical techniques. See, for 
example, W. E. Donath, “Wire Length Distribution for 
Placements of Computer Logic”, IBM Journal of Research 
& Development, Vol. 25, No. 3, May, 1981, pp. 152-155. 
The net measure of a path consisting of nets intercon 

nected with standard cells is the sum of the net measures for 
the nets in the path. For example, consider the path consist 
ing of nets n7-n15 in FIG. 2. Nets n9 and n13 have different 
net measures because they are predicted separately based on 
statistical formulas associated with macro cells ml and m2, 
respectively. Further, the net measure of n7, n11 and n15 are 
determined separately based on statistical formulas applied 
to the top level cell, i.e., the chip 12. In general (but not 
necessarily), nets at the same level of the hierarchy within 
the same cell have the same estimated net measure. Thus, the 
net measure for the path from input P3 to output P4 in FIG. 
2 is the sum of the net measures of net n7—n15. 

If a path passes through a child macro cell, the net 
measure for the associated input-output port pair of the child 
macro cell must be determined and included in the path’ s net 
measure. The net measure for an input-output port pair of a 
macro cell is the cumulative net measure value along the 
longest delay path between the two ports. 
The net measure for a port pair, PmPy, which could be a 

source/sink port pair of a net or an input/output port pair of 
a macro cell, is denoted herein by the term NM(Px,Py). 
Net measures of nets and paths are used in target genera 

tion in accordance with the present invention. The method 
for computing the net measure is recursive. In other words, 
wherever a path passes through a macro cell, the net measure 
is ?rst determined recursively for the macro cell and then 
used for the path. 

Referring now to FIG. 3, at block 14, in accordance with 
the present invention, the particular hierarchical design 
description and delay constraints of the multilevel hierar 
chical circuit design are the required inputs for generating 
delay targets for creating the multilevel hierarchical circuit 
design. The hierarchical design description describes the 
interrelationship between cells, including macro cells, ports 
and nets in the multilevel hierarchical circuit design. The 
leaf cells in the hierarchy of the design (i.e., the lowest-level 
child cells) are assumed to be standard cells or cells for 
which delay models are available. A delay model for a cell 
speci?es the signal propagation delay for each input/output 
(“I/O”) port pair of a cell, either as a constant value or as a 
function of the total capacitive load at the output port. It is 
assumed that standard cells that contain storage elements 
(latches or ?ip-?ops) are identi?ed in the input design as 
such, and such cells are referred to herein as latch cells, and 
the remainder are referred to as non-latch or combinational 
cells. The delay constraints are expressed in the form of: 

1. signal arrival times (“AT’s”) at the primary inputs of 
the design, and the required arrival times (“RAT’s”) at 
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6 
the primary outputs of the design; 

2. either su?icient information about the clocking scheme 
(such as clock period, latch setup/hold times, timing 
diagrams specifying clock signal relationships, etc.) for 
deriving the maximum allowed delay from any latch 
output to any latch input through non-latch combina 
tional cells, or AT’s at all latch outputs and RAT’s at all 
latch inputs; and 

3. optionally, AT’s and RAT’s speci?ed at arbitrary inter 
nal points of the design as part of the delay constraints. 

At block 16, a net measure is generated for each net and 
macro cell in the design hierarchy, and an abstract delay 
model is generated for each macro cell in the design hier 
archy (excluding the top-level macro cell). An abstract delay 
model is a high-level description of the cumulative delays 
through a macro cell. Next, at block 18, delay targets are 
generated for the nets and macro cells in the design based on 
their relative net measure values, the abstract delay models 
of the macro cells, and the delay constraints. The process 
then ends at block 20. Detailed descriptions of blocks 16 and 
18 are provided hereinbelow. 
Each delay target generated takes the form of a time 

interval associated with a port pair of a net (source/sink) or 
macro cell (input/output); the time interval represents the 
maximum allowed propagation time for a signal between the 
two ports. 
The delay targets generated for the nets and macros are 

passed, for example, to physical design tools. For each net 
in the design, its delay target can also (optionally) be 
converted into and expressed as a wire length target. State 
of-the-art physical design tools (placement, wiring, etc.) are 
capable of performing the design process while attempting 
to meet such targets on net delays or lengths. If the physical 
design process succeeds in meeting the individual targets on 
all nets in the design, the entire hierarchical design is 
guaranteed to meet its overall delay constraints. 

In effect, the hierarchical target generation process 
enables the physical design to be performed in a timing 
driven manner, so as to meet the overall timing constraints 
by converting these overall timing constraints into delay 
targets on the individual design entities (nets and macro 
cells), which state-of-the-art physical design tools are 
capable of handling. 

Details of block 16 for generating net measures and 
abstract delay models for nets and macro cells are shown in 
FIG. 4. The term “latched input port” as used herein refers 
to an input port of a macro cell for which there exists a path 
beginning at such input port, traversing nets and child cells 
at this level or at lower levels of the hierarchy, and ending 
at a latch or ?ip-?op. Similarly, the term “latched output 
port” is used herein analogously to the term “latched input 
port”, except that “latched output port” refers to a path 
starting at a latch and ending at this port of the cell. Further, 
the term “combinational path” refers to a sequence of nets 
and non-latch cells in which, for every input/output port pair 
of a non-latch cell that the path passes through, there is a 
“delay segment”, i.e., an associated delay value stored for 
that port pair in the delay model of the cell (which implies 
that a signal can propagate between those two ports). The 
term “path” is synonymous with “combinational pat ”. The 
delay on a path consists of the sum of the delays along the 
nets and cells it passes through, plus the delay values on its 
beginning and ending ports, if any. With reference to FIG. 4, 
initially, a macro cell mi in the design is selected or accessed 
at block 22 such that all of its child cells are standard cells 
having prede?ned delay models. In general, macro cell mi 
(other than the top level cell) is selected and processed only 
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when all its child macro cells (if any) have already been 
processed. This is essentially a bottom-up order of process 
ing the macro cells. 
At block 24, the net measures of all nets within the macro 

cell In,- (i.e., the nets that interconnect the child cells of 
macro cell m) are determined. Reference is now made to 
FIG. 5, which provides a detailed method of determining net 
measures in accordance with block 24. The manner in which 
the net measures are determined depends on the state of the 
physical design process at the current hierarchy level, At 
block 44, it is determined if placement of the cells and 
wiring of the nets at the current level have already been 
carried out, i.e., it is determined if the net has a known path. 
If the answer is “YES”, then every net already has a known 
path and, at block 46, the net measure for each connection 
(source-sink port pair) is determined as the RC (resistive 
capacitive) delay for the wire path between the source and 
sink. This calculation can be performed by well known 
methods. See, for example, J. Rubinstein, P. Pen?eld, Jr., M. 
A. Horowitz, “Signal Delay in RC Tree Networks”, IEEE 
Transactions on Computer-Aided Design, Vol. CAD-2, No. 
3, July 1983. If wiring of the nets at the current level have 
not been carried out, then a determination is made at block 
48 as to whether placement of the child cells has already 
been carried out, in which case the approximate locations of 
the end-points of the nets are already known. If the answer 
is “YES”, then at block 50, a topology is ?rst determined for 
each net, preferably in the form of a topology known as the 
Steiner tree (see, for example, F. K. Hwang, “On Steiner 
Minimal Trees with Rectilinear Distance”, SIAM J. Appl. 
Math., Vol. 30, No. 1, January 1976; and, M. Hanan, “On 
Steiner’s Problem with Rectilinear Distance”, J. SIAM 
Appl. Math., Vol. 14, No. 2, March 1966), and the RC delays 
are then estimated for these topologies. If the approximate 
locations of the end-points of the nets are not already known, 
i.e., the answer to the determination at block 48 is “NO”, 
then at block 52, a check is made to determine if there are 
previously stored or speci?ed net measure values for the 
nets, in which case these values are utilized at block 54. This 
situation may arise if the entire target generation process is 
applied in an iterative manner. Finally, if no previous values 
are stored, an average connection length L is determined at 
block 56 for all the nets in the macro cell m,- based on the 
physical and logical characteristics of the macro cell mi. See, 
for example, W. E. Donath, “Wire Length Distribution for 
Placements of Computer Logic”, IBM Journal of Research 
& Development, Vol.25, No.3, May, 1981, pp. 152—l55, for 
discussion on such determination of average connection 
length. For this average connection length L, an RC delay is 
calculated at block 58 and used as a net measure value for 
all the nets. Every net measure determined for a source-sink 
port pair, Px,Py, of a net is stored as a net measure for the net, 
NM(P,,,Py). 

Referring again to FIG. 4, blocks 26 through 34 constitute 
an inner iteration loop in which an abstract delay and a net 
measure are determined for every input/output port pair of 
macro cell mi. Accordingly, an input/output port pair (Px,Py) 
is selected at block 26. For the input/output port pair (Px,Py), 
the longest-delay combinational path from P, to Py within 
the macro cell In, is determined at block 28. This path is 
selected among all combinational paths from Px to Py 
consisting of contiguous nets and non-latch cells. The delay 
along a path consists of the sum of the delays on its 
constituent nets and cells. The delay of a net is the net 
measure, which was determined at block 24, associated with 
the speci?c source and sink ports of the net that the path 
passes through. The delay of a cell depends on whether it is 
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8 
a standard cell or a macro cell. The delay of a standard cell, 
for the input/output port pair that the path of interest passes 
through, is available in the form of a delay model which was 
input at block 14. The delay through a macro cell is obtained 
from the abstract delay model which should have been 
determined in an earlier iteration of the loop for the macro 
cell mi. Thus, the longest-delay path from Px to Py can be 
derived using conventional graph-theoretic methods on a 
directed graph whose vertices represent the ports of the 
macro cell m,- and each of whose arcs (labeled with delay 
values corresponding to arc length) represents either a 
source-sink connection in a net or an input-output signal 
propagation through a cell. If such a path PCxy exists 
between P, and Py, the delay on PC” is stored as a delay 
segment of the abstract delay model of the macro cell m,- as 
Delay(Px,Py). 

Next, at block 30, the portion of the delay along the 
longest delay path PC,‘y that was determined at block 28 that 
is due to net delays is determined. This is determined by 
traversing the longest path PCxy, if any, and adding up the 
net measures NM(P,,,Pb) for the port pairs (PmPb) of the nets 
and macro cells in the path. This value is stored as the net 
measure value between ports PX and Py of the macro cell m, 
as NM(Px,Py). 
More speci?cally, for a cell that has only standard library 

cells as its children, the net measure from a given input port 
to a given output port is the sum of the net measures of the 
source-sink connection pairs of the nets in the longest delay 
path between the two ports. For example, referring to FIG. 
6A, assuming that the longest delay path between ports P5 
and P6 is made up of nets n16, n17, n18, n19 and n20, then 
the net measure between port P5 and port P6 is the sum of 
the net measures of the such nets. Refening to FIG. 6B, for 
a cell that has macro cells within it, i.e., there are child cells 
that are not themselves standard library cells, the longest 
delay path may pass through macro cells, for example macro 
cell m3. In this case, the net measure is de?ned in a slightly 
modi?ed manner. If the longest path between port P7 and 
port P8 is made up of nets n21, n22, n23 and n24, and the 
path between ports P9 and P10 of the macro cell m3, then 
the net measure between ports P7 and P8 is the sum of the 
net measures of these nets n21, n22, n23 and n24, as well as 
the net measure between ports P3 and P4 of the macro cell 
m3. Thus, the net measure in such a case is de?ned as the 
sum of the net measures of the nets as well as of the macro 
cells that the longest-delay path passes through, as indicated 
above. 
As evident from FIGS. 6A and 6B, net measure is de?ned 

recursively for a hierarchical design. In other words, the net 
measure of a macro cell (between a given pair of its ports) 
depends on the net measures of its child cells that are macro 
cells, hence the latter needs to be determined ?rst. Thus, the 
computation of net measures needs to be carried out in a 
bottom-up traversal of the hierarchy. 

Referring again to FIG. 4, subsequent to determining the 
net measure of the longest delay path at block 30, a 
determination is then made at block 32 as to whether or not 
there are more input/output port pairs of m,- that need to be 
processed. If there are more input/output port pairs that need 
to be processed, then the next input/output port pair is 
accessed at block 34, and processing in accordance with 
blocks 28-32 continues. However, if there are no more 
input/output port pairs that need to be processed, then an 
abstract delay value and a net measure value are now 
available (if they exit) for every input/output port pair of the 
macro cell mi. In addition, a net measure value is available 
for every source/sink port pair of every net in the macro cell 
m. 
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Delay segments and net measures have thus been deter 
mined for all I/O ports pairs of the macro cell 111,- that are 
connected by combinational logic. Next, at block 35, the 
delays and net measure values are determined for I/O ports 
of macro cell m,- that are connected to latches. 

Reference is now made to FIG. 7, which provides a 
detailed method of determining delays and net measures in 
accordance with block 35. The delay data for the latched 
input and output ports of macro cell m,- must be determined. 
At block 59, an input port PX of m,- is selected. At block 60, 
the longest delay combinational path PCx, if any, is deter 
mined. This combinational path PCx is a path from the input 
port Px to either a data input port of a child latch cell of 
macro cell mi, or a latched input port of a macro child cell 
of macro cell mi. If such a combinational path PCX is found, 
then Px is itself a latched input port of macro cell mi. In such 
case, a value Delay(Px) is stored in the abstract delay model 
of macro cell mi, and consists of the delay on PCX, if PCX 
ends at a latch cell, or the delay on PCx plus the previously 
stored value Delay(Pa) if PC,‘ ends at a latched input port Pa 
of a macro cell. In both cases, Delay(Px) represents the total 
delay from P,‘ to the latch within m,- that is “farthest” from 
it in the delay sense. 
At block 62, if a path PCx was found at block 60, then the 

net measure values along this path are added together, along 
with the value of NM(Pa) if PCX ends at a latched input port 
Pa, and stored as NM(P,,). Next, if it is determined at block 
64 that there are more input ports PX for which delay data 
must be determined, then the next PX is accessed at block 66, 
and processing continues to block 60. However, if it is 
determined at block 64 that there are no more input ports Px 
for which delay data must be determined, the procedure 
continues to block 68. At block 67, an output port Py of mi 
is selected. At blocks 68 and 70, similarly to blocks 60 and 
62 for input ports PX, for each latched output port Py of the 
macro cell mi, the longest delay combinational path PCy, if 
any, is determined and stored as Delay(Py) in the abstract 
delay model of macro cell mi, and a net measure value 
NM(P),) is also stored for macro cell mi. 

Referring again to FIG. 4, the macro cell m,- is then 
marked as processed at block 36. 
A determination is then made at block 38 as to whether 

there are any macro cells ml- other than the top level cell that 
were not processed. If it is determined at block 38 that there 
are more macro cells m,- that need to be processed, then 
another such unprocessed macro cell is accessed or selected 
at block 40, and processing continues. However, if it is 
determined at block 38 that there are no more macro cells 
that need to be processed, then the procedure continues to 
block 42. 

At the point when the procedure reaches block 42, net 
measures have been determined for all nets and macro cells 
in the design hierarchy, except the nets at the top hierarchy 
level. At block 42, the net measures are now determined for 
these nets using the same procedure as outlined for block 24 
in conjunction with FIG. 5. 

Reference is now made to FIG. 8, which provides a 
detailed method of generating delay targets for nets and 
macro cells in accordance with block 18. The delay targets 
are generated for the individual nets and macro cells of the 
design based on the net measures and abstract delay models 
obtained from block 16 and the overall delay constraints 
speci?ed for the design. At block 100, all macro cells are 
marked as unprocessed, and the top level macro cell in the 
design hierarchy will be the initial macro cell accessed and 
processed. The variable mj will represent the current macro 
cell, i.e., the macro cell being processed at any given time. 
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At block 102, for all child cells of m, that are latch cells and 
do not already have AT’s and RAT’s available for their 
output and input ports, respectively (see description of data 
input to the algorithm), AT’s are asserted on, or stored in 
association with, the output ports of the cell, and RAT’s are 
asserted on the input ports of the cell. The values of the AT’s 
and RAT’s are determined by the clocking scheme in the 
design and the delay constraints. Thus, for a single clock 
design, the RAT values are equal to the clock period, 
(ignoring latch setup and hold times) and the AT values are 
equal to zero. 
At block 104, for each macro cell child of mj that has a 

latched input/output port, an AT is determined for each such 
latched output port, and a RAT is determined for each such 
latched input port. These are determined based on the 
clocking scheme, the abstract delay models of the child 
macro cells, and the delay constraints of the design. Thus, 
for a single clock design, the RAT value on a latched input 
port Pi, RAT(P,-), is the clock period minus Delay(P,-); the AT 
value on a latched output port Pj, AT(PJ-), is Delay(P]-). 

Next, two sets of ports, PBEGIN and PEND, are derived at 
block 106. PBEGIN is the set of all ports of mj and its children 
that have arrival time values stored or speci?ed for them. 
PEND is the set of all ports of mi and its children that have 
required arrival time values stored or speci?ed for them. 
These two sets of ports, PBEGIN and P END, will be used as the 
starting and ending points of delay paths, respectively, in 
which delay targets will be generated. 
At block 108, path weights and path slacks are derived at 

the ports in P END. This is accomplished by a “forward pass” 
through the nets and macro cell children in macro cell mj. 
Preferably, the path slack and path weight for each net and 
each macro cell child of each macro cell is determined by 
setting arrival times and path weights for each net and each 
child cell of each macro cell based on arrival time and path 
weight of the nets feeding each child cell and the child cells 
feeding each net, wherein the path weight of a net or child 
cell is the sum of its net measure and the maximum path 
weight among the child cells or nets feeding it; and deter 
mining path slack of each net that has a required arrival time 
speci?ed therefor as the difference between its arrival time 
and required arrival time. A detailed method of accomplish 
ing this “forward pass” is provided in FIG. 9. Referring now 
to FIG. 9, at block 124, all the cells and nets in mi are 
initially marked as unvisited, and for each source port P,- in 
PBEGIN, the “path weight” of Pi, abbreviated as PW(P,-), is set 
to zero. The “forward pass” now begins with loop parameter 
E,- being set at block 126 to a net of mi that is fed by a port 
in PBEGIN. If it is determined at block 128 that E,- is a net 
(which must be true for the ?rst Ei), then, at block 132, the 
signal arrival time (“AT”) at each sink of the net E,- is 
updated by adding the AT at the source node to the net 
measure value of the corresponding source-sink port pair. 
Then, at block 134, for each source/sink port pair (Px, Py) of 
the net E,, the path weight PW(P,,,Py) is determined in 
accordance with the formula: PW(Px)+ NM(Px,Py), i.e., the 
path weight of the source port plus the net measure (NM) 
associated with (PX, P ). Also, the path weight PW(Py) is set 
to the same value PW(Px,Py). Note that the term PW(PX) or 
PW(Py) for any port PX or Py, respectively, refers to the path 
weight value associated with the port PX or Py, respectively, 
whereas, the term PW(Px,Py) for any port pair, Px,Py, refers 
to the path weight value associated with the port pair Px,Py. 

If it is determined at block 128 that E,- is a cell, and then 
determined at block 130 that E,- is a standard cell, then, at 
block 136, the AT’s at the output ports of the cell E, are 
updated based on the AT’s at the input ports of E,- using the 
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delay model speci?ed for the standard cell Ei. Next, at block 
138, for each connected input/output port pair (PX, Py) of the 
cell E,- for which the delay model of E,- contains a delay 
segment (which indicates that a signal can be fed or propa 
gated from P, to Py so that the output signal at Py can be 
in?uenced by the input signal at PX), the path weight 
PW(Px,Py) is set equal to PW(Px). Also, for each such output 
port Py, the path weight PW(Py) is set to the maximum value 
of PW(Px,Py) for all input ports PX of the cell E,- connected 
to Py by a delay segment. . 

If it is determined at block 128 that E, is a cell, and then 
determined at block 130 that E,- is a macro cell, then, at block 
140, the AT’s at the output ports of the cell E,- are updated 
based on the AT’s at the input ports of E,- using the abstract 
delay model constructed earlier for cell Ei. Next, at block 
142, for each input/output port pair (Px, Py) of cell E,- for 
which the delay model of E, contains a delay segment 
(which indicates that a signal can be propagated from Px to 
Py), the path weight PW(PX,P>,) is set to PW(Px)+ NM(Px,Py), 
where NM(Px,Py) is the net measure value associated with 
the delay segment. Also, for each such output port Py the 
path weight PW(Py) is set to the maximum value of PW(Px, 
Py) for all input ports P,c of cell E,- connected to Py by a delay 
segment. 
The element E,- is then marked as visited at block 144. At 

block 146, a determination is made as to whether there are 
more net or non-latch cell elements in mi that have not yet 
been visited. If there are such elements that have not yet 
been visited, then, at block 148, another element E,- (net or 
non-latch cell) is accessed or selected that has not yet been 
visited such that all elements feeding it have already been 
visited, and the procedure returns to block 128. Thus, a net 
is selected only when the cell (if any) connected to its source 
port has been visited, and a cell is visited only when all the 
nets connected to its input ports have been visited. 

If it is determined at block 146 that all net and non-latch 
cell elements in mj have been visited, then all nets and cells 
in mj have been processed. Subsequently, at block 150, for 
each port Py in PEND, the “path slack” of Py, abbreviated as 
PS(Py), is set to RAT(P),)—AT(Py), i.e., the difference 
between the required arrival time at Py (based on the 
clocking scheme and delay constraints on the design) and 
the actual signal arrival time at Py. Note that the term PS(Px) 
or PS(Py) for any port P, or Py, respectively, refers to the 
path slack value associated with the port Px or Py, respec 
tively, whereas, the term PS(Px,Py) for any port pair, Px,Py, 
refers to the path slack value associated with the port pair 
PX,P . 
As such, a “forward pass” has been completed through the 

elements of mi, and path weight and path slack values have 
been determined and assigned to the ports of mj and its 
children that belong to PEND. Referring again to FIG. 8, the 
procedure then continues to block 110. At block 110, a 
“backward pass” is carried out on the design from ports in 
PEND toward ports in PBEGIN, during which path slack values 
and revised path weight values are assigned to each port 
visited. Preferably, determining path slack and path weight 
for each net and child cell is based on the path slack and path 
weight of the child cells and nets fed by the net, wherein the 
path slack of a net is the minimum path slack among the 
child cells fed by the net, and wherein the path weight of a 
net is the maximum path weight among the child cells fed by 
the net, and wherein the path slack of a child cell is the 
minimum path slack among the or nets fed by the child cell, 
and wherein the path weight of a child cell is the maximum 
path weight among the nets fed by the child cell. A detailed 
method of accomplishing this “backward pass” is provided 
in FIG. 10. 
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With reference now to FIG. 10, each net and child cell of 

mj is initially marked as unvisited at block 152. At block 
154, prior to proceeding with the iterative loop explained 
below, a net of mj that feeds only ports in PEND is selected, 
and denoted as element E,-. In each iteration of the loop, 
element E,- is either a cell or a net entity within mj. At block 
156, for each port pair (PX, Py) of element E,-, where Pz/Py is 
either an input/output port pair connected by a delay seg 
ment (if element E,- is a cell), or a source/sink port pair (if 
element E, is a net), an operation is carried out as follows: 
the path slack PS(Px,Py) is set to PS(Py) and the path weight 
PW(Px,Py) is set to PW(Py). Next, at block 158, for each port 
Px that is an input port (if element E,- is a cell) or a source 
port (if element E,- is a net), the following operation is carried 
out: the path slack value PS(PX) is set to the minimum value 
of PS(Px,Py) among all output/sink ports Py of element E, 
connected to P,, and the path weight value PW(Px) is set to 
the maximum value of PW(Px,Py) among all output/sink 
ports Py of element Ei connected to PX. Finally, at block 160, 
element E,- is marked as visited, and if it is determined at 
block 162 that there are more unvisited non-latch elements 
Ei, then another unvisited net or non-latch cell element E is 
selected at block 164 such that all non-latch cell or net 
elements that it feeds are already visited, and the loop is 
repeated. At the end of the iteration, path slacks and path 
weights have been determined for all nets and macro cells in 
m-. 

JNext, referring again to FIG. 8, at block 112, delay 
apportionment is now carried out. For each port pair (PX, Py) 
corresponding to a source/sink pair of a net or an input! 
output pair of a macro cell connected by a delay segment, the 
delay apportioned to the port pair (Px, Py) is determined as: 
NM(Px,Py)+ [NM(Px,Py)* PS(Px,Py)/PW(Px,Py)]. The result 
ing values are the desired delay targets for the nets and 
macro cells at the current hierarchy level. 

In order to be able to generate delay targets for lower 
hierarchy levels, delay constraints are needed for the macro 
cells in the same form as they were provided by the user for 
the top-level cell. These delay constraints take the form of 
AT’s and RAT’s at the inputs and outputs of each macro cell, 
respectively. These AT’s and RAT’s are generated at block 
114 based on well-established static timing analysis meth 
ods, such as described by R. B. Hitchcock, Sr., G. L. Smith 
and D. D. Cheng, in “Timing Analysis of Computer Hard 
ware”, IBM Journal of Research & Development, Vol. 26, 
No. 1, January 1982, pp. l00—l05. Generally, in accordance 
with these static timing analysis methods, the AT’s at the 
input ports of the current hierarchy level are propagated 
forward in a levelized fashion towards the macro cell input 
ports, adding on the delays that the signals encounter on the 
way. For nets and macro cells the delay targets previously 
determined are used, and for standard cells the prespeci?ed 
delay models are used. The RAT’s are propagated back 
wards in a similar way from the outputs ports of the current 
hierarchy level towards the macro cell output ports, this time 
subtracting the delays encountered on the way. The AT’ s and 
RAT’ s determined in this way on the macro input and output 
ports, respectively, are asserted as the delay constraints on 
the macros. 

Subsequently, at block 116, mj is marked as having been 
processed. At block 118, if ‘it is determined that there are 
macro cells that have not yet been processed, then another 
macro cell mj is selected at block 120 that has delay 
constraints already asserted on its ports but for which 
internal delay targets have not yet been determined, and the 
procedure loops back to block 102. 
The result of block 18 in FIG. 3 is a design hierarchy in 



5,475,607 
13 

which delay targets have been generated for all nets and 
macro cells in the hierarchy. These targets can then be used 
for target-driven physical design processes such as ?oor 
planning, placement and wiring. The delay targets can also 
be converted into capacitance, resistance and/or wire length 
targets depending on the needs of the physical design 
programs. These conversions are straight-forward and 
essentially consist of computing capacitance/resistance/wire 
length values for each net that result in equivalent delay 
values associated with the net delay targets. See, for 
example, the Luk paper. If the physical design process is 
able to successfully meet all the delay targets, the design will 
meet its delay constraints. This follows from the proof of 
correctness of the technique presented in the Youssef and 
Shragowitz paper; and the method illustrated herein is an 
extension or improvement of the technique presented in the 
Youssef and Shragowitz paper. 
The steps covered by blocks 100 through 162 illustrate the 

extension or improvement of the non-hierarchical target 
generation algorithm presented in the Youssef and Shragow 
itz paper. However, the steps in accordance with the inven 
tion can be modi?ed so as to be an extension or improve 
ment of other non-hierarchical target generation algorithms, 
such as the one presented in the Luk paper. Generally 
speaking, irrespective of the details of the speci?c algorithm 
used for carrying out the apportionment of delays to nets and 
cells, in accordance with the present invention, (1) appor 
tioning is carried out simultaneously on nets and hierarchical 
macro cells, and (2) a net measure is used to uniformly 
determine the relative delay “demand" between nets as well 
as macro cells. 

Generally speaking, physical design programs are not 
always able to meet the delay targets on every single net in 
the design. This applies to the prior art (when applied to 
non-hierarchical designs) as well as the present invention. 
However, the violation of a delay target on a particular net 
may be compensated for by another net whose actual delay 
is well within the delay target. Thus the design may be able 
to meet the overall delay constraints even if each individual 
delay target is not met. 
The delay targets generated by any target generation 

method are generally su?icient for the design to meet its 
constraints. However, for designs that are tightly constrained 
by timing requirements, it is general practice among design 
ers to carry out several iterations of the target generation 
process to “loosen” some of the individual delay targets that 
are less critical while still guaranteeing that they are su?i 
cient to meet the overall delay constraints. In each iteration, 
instead of computing the net measures from scratch, the 
delay targets determined in the previous iteration are used as 
the net measures at block 54. Thus the existing delay targets 
are taken into account in the computation of path slacks and 
path weights at blocks 108 and 110. The calculation at block 
112 now becomes an adjustment to the current net delay 
target (rather than an absolute delay value), and is added to 
the current net delay target. Prior experience shows that 
approximately 4 to 5 iterations are generally su?icient for 
the targets to converge to values that are nearly as “loose” 
as possible while guaranteeing timing correctness (see the 
Youssef and Shragowitz paper). 

Thus, in accordance with the invention, apportionment is 
performed on both nets and macro cells as the entities to 
which RIC/RC are to be apportioned, and the apportionment 
on the various entities is biased by using a weightage for 
each net and macro cell equal to the associated net measure. 

Note that nets and macro cells are both treated as uniform 
entities in the latter step of the loop; i.e., slack is distributed 
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14 
among both nets and macro cells at the same time. This is in 
direct contrast to the traditional approach, in which the cells 
are treated as predesigned entities with known timing behav 
ior, which can therefore not be used in a top-down hierar 
chical design methodology. 
The net targets generated by the present invention can be 

used by a timing-driven ?oorplanner to carry out a floor 
planning process on the top level of the design. Subse 
quently, the procedure in accordance with the invention can 
be invoked recursively on each macro cell to generate targets 
on the lower-level nets and cells and then run timing-driven 
?oorplanning/placement on the lower level entities. Thus, 
the hierarchical target generation solution presented here 
makes it possible to carry out a true top~down hierarchical 
timing-driven design methodology, where net length con 
straints are propagated bottom-up in the form of net mea 
sures and timing targets are propagated top-down as the 
design methodology proceeds. 

Further, the solution proposed here is able to work with 
hierarchical designs because: (i) at each level of the hierar 
chy it can apportion capacitance and delay between both 
nets and macro cells, since both are entities to be designed 
in a hierarchical methodology; (ii) it predicts and takes into 
account the expected net lengths at lower hierarchy levels 
inside the macro cells and uses this information to intelli 
gently apportion targets at upper hierarchy levels. 
By way of explanation, and without limitation to the 

present invention, the de?nition of net measure can be 
modi?ed so that the net measure value of a net re?ects not 
only the delay of the net but also the portion of the delay of 
the cell driving it that is caused by the capacitive loading 
ell’ect of the net. In this case the procedure of blocks 24 and 
42 would be modi?ed accordingly for computing net mea 
sures, as well as the procedure at block 112 for apportioning 
delays to nets. At block 112, the new net measure appor 
tioned to a net would re?ect the sum of the net delay and the 
load-dependent delay of the cell feeding it. This extension of 
the method would make it sensitive to variations in cell 
delays due to the capacitive loading of the nets themselves. 

While the invention has been described in terms of 
speci?c embodiments, it is evident in view of the foregoing 
description that numerous alternatives, modi?cations and 
variations will be apparent to those skilled in the art. Thus, 
the invention is intended to encompass all such alternatives, 
modi?cations and variations which fall within the scope and 
spirit of the invention and the appended claims. 
What is claimed is: ‘ 

1. A method of generating delay targets for creating a 
multilevel hierarchical circuit design, comprising the steps 
of: 

(a) providing a hierarchical design description and delay 
constraints of the multilevel hierarchical circuit design, 
wherein the hierarchical design description describes 
the interrelationship between cells, including macro 
cells, input/output ports, and nets in the mutilevel 
hierarchical design; 

(b) generating a net measure for each net and macro cell 
of the multilevel hierarchical circuit design and gener— 
ating an abstract delay model for each macro cell of the 
multilevel hierarchical circuit design based on the 
hierarchical design description, wherein net measure is 
the estimated resistive-capacitive delay of a net derived 
from the estimated length of the net based on area 
driven design, and an abstract delay model is a descrip' 
tion of delays through a macro cell; 

(c) generating delay targets for the nets and macro cells 
based on net measures, the abstract delay models and 
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the delay constraints; and 
(d) creating the multilevel hierarchical circuit design 

based on said delay targets. 
2. A method according to claim 1, wherein step (b) 

comprises the steps of: 
(e) determining the net measure of each net in the mul 

tilevel hierarchical circuit design; 
(t) determining delay of the longest delay path, if any, 
from the input port to the output port for each paired 
input/output port of each macro cell in the multilevel 
hierarchical circuit design; 

(g) determining the net measure of each said longest delay 
path; and 

(h) determining delay and net measure for each input and 
output port of each macro cell; 

wherein the abstract delay model for each macro cell 
comprises the delays determined for the macro cell in 
steps (f) and (h). 

3. A method according to claim 2, wherein, if a net has a 
known path, then step (e) comprises using estimated resis 
tive-capacitive delay for said known path for determining 
net measure of the net. 

4. A method according to claim 2, wherein, if a net does 
not have a known path, but the net has end-points that are 
?xed, then step (e) comprises using estimated resistive 
capacitive delay based on a Steiner tree topology for said 
known path for determining net measure of the net. 

5. A method according to claim 2, wherein, if a net does 
not have a known path, and the net has end-points that are 
not ?xed, but the net has a speci?ed net measure, then step 
(e) comprises accessing the speci?ed net measure for the net 
and using the speci?ed net measure. 

6. A method according to claim 2, wherein, if a net does 
not have a known path, and the net has end-points that are 
not ?xed in location, and the net does not have a speci?ed 
net measure, then step (e) comprises determining an esti 
mated average connection length for the net and determining 
net measure for each source/sink pair of the net using 
estimated resistive-capacitance delay for said estimated 
average connection length for determining net measure of 
the net. 

7. A method according to claim 2, wherein step (h) 
comprises the steps of: 

determining delay of the longest delay path, if any, from 
each input port to a latch within the macro cell, and 
delay of the longest delay path to each output port from 
a latch within the macro cell; and 

determining net measure of each said longest path delay. 
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8. A method according to claim 1, wherein step (c) 

comprises the steps of: 
(i) setting an arrival time and a required arrival time for 

each port of each latch cell child and each port of each 
macro cell child of each macro cell that has a path to or 
from a latch within the macro cell; 

(1') determining path slack and path weight for each port 
and each child cell of each macro cell that has a 
required arrival time speci?ed therefor; 

(k) determining path slack and path weight for each net 
and each child cell of each macro cell; 

(1) determining a delay target for each net and each macro 
cell child of each macro cell; and 

(In) determining timing constraints for each macro cell 
child of each macro cell. 

9. A method according to claim 8, wherein step (i) 
comprises setting an arrival time and a required arrival time 
for each macro cell child based on clocking scheme and 
delay constraints of the multilevel hierarchical circuit 
design. 

10. A method according to claim 8, wherein step (j) 
comprises the steps of: 

(n) setting arrival times and path weights for each net and 
each child cell of each macro cell based on arrival time 
and path weight of the nets feeding each child cell and 
the child cells feeding each net, wherein the path 
weight of a net or child cell is the sum of its net measure 
and the maximum path weight among the child cells or 
nets feeding it; and 

(o) determining path slack of each net that has a required 
arrival time speci?ed therefor as the difference between 
its required arrival time and arrival time. 

11. A method according to claim 8, wherein step (k) 
comprises determining path slack and path weight for each 
net and child cell based on the path slack and path weight of 
the child cells and nets fed by the net, wherein the path slack 
of a net is the minimum path slack among the child cells fed 
by the net, and wherein the path weight of a net is the 
maximum path weight among the child cells fed by the net, 
and wherein the path slack of a child cell is the minimum 
path slack among the nets fed by the child cell, and wherein 
the path weight of a child cell is the maximum path weight 
among the nets fed by the child cell. 

12. A method according to claim 8, wherein the timing 
constraints at step (In) comprise arrival times and required 
arrival times for the macro cells generated based on static 
timing analysis. 


